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Meteor Burst Communication Nationwide 

Is Essential to the Nation for StandBy Backup Critical Communications 
Due to Predicted Major SolarFlare Take Downs  

of Communications and Power Grids 
And in other Major Disasters 

 
As described by the experts, cited below, this appears to be the most probable, most serious major 
disaster (short of nuclear war) that the nation, and world, are likely to experience, as NASA says 
below, in a day or in a century—but likely. 
 
Due to solar flares predicted, taking down 
much of the nation’s communications 
(including com satellites and GPS) and power 
grids, meteor burst communications (“MBC”) 
(with integrated Ad Hoc Mesh Networking) is 
essential to US national security, safety and 
critical infrastructure.    

 
That is since MBC is that is best suited to 
survive such major solar flares effects (to 
operate well during and after the flares 
hitting the Earth) and to provide affordable 
ubiquitous coverage.  

 
There is no other communications systems 
with nearly equal in these characteristics.  
That is not well known, but is well established 
and easy to comprehend upon review of MBC 
literature.  SkyTel has posted at its Scribd 
MBC folder (that includes this paper) 
summary articles to demonstrate this.   
 
For the same reason, nationwide MBC is 
essential to the nation in other major 
disasters.   
 
SkyTel has the FCC licenses in 35‐43 MHz, 
217‐222 MHz, and 904‐960 MHz, that are especially well suited these purposes, and is proceeding 
with implementation.  See our MBC and other folders on Scribd. 
 
The above‐noted predicted disasters from major solar flares taking down large parts of the nation’s 
power grids and communications networks, including satellite (including GPS), terrestrial wireless, 
and terrestrial landline (that depends on electric power) is explained in literature and online 
videos.   
 
For example, see‐‐  
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[1]  NASA 
 
http://science.nasa.gov/science‐news/science‐at‐nasa/2010/04jun_swef/  
 
(Emphases and the items in brackets added.) 
 

June 4, 2010: Earth and space are about to come into contact in a way that's new to human 
history. To make preparations, authorities in Washington DC are holding a meeting: The Space 
Weather Enterprise Forum at the National Press Club on June 8th. 
 
Richard Fisher, head of NASA's Heliophysics Division, 
explains what it's all about: 
 
"The sun is waking up from a deep slumber, and in the 
next few years we expect to see much higher levels of 
solar activity. At the same time, our technological society 
has developed an unprecedented sensitivity to solar 
storms. The intersection of these two issues is what we're 
getting together to discuss." 
 
The National Academy of Sciences framed the problem 
two years ago in a landmark report entitled "Severe 
Space Weather Events—Societal and Economic 
Impacts." It noted how people of the 21st‐century rely 
on high‐tech systems for the basics of daily life. Smart 
power grids, GPS navigation, air travel, financial 
services and emergency radio communications can all 
be knocked out by intense solar activity. A century‐class 
solar storm, the Academy warned, could cause twenty 
times more economic damage than Hurricane Katrina. 
 
Much of the damage can be mitigated if managers know a storm is coming. Putting satellites in 
'safe mode' and disconnecting transformers can protect these assets from damaging electrical 
surges. Preventative action, however, requires accurate forecasting—a job that has been 
assigned to NOAA. 
 
"Space weather forecasting is still in its infancy, but we're making rapid progress," says Thomas 
Bogdan, director of NOAA's Space Weather Prediction Center in Boulder, Colorado. 
 
Bogdan sees the collaboration between NASA and NOAA as key. "NASA's fleet of heliophysics 
research spacecraft provides us with up‐to‐the‐minute information about what's happening on 
the sun. They are an important complement to our own GOES and POES satellites, which focus 
more on the near‐Earth environment. 

 
‐ End article. 

Many technologies of the 
21st century are vulnerable 

to solar storms. 

http://science.nasa.gov/science%E2%80%90news/science%E2%80%90at%E2%80%90nasa%00
http://science.nasa.gov/science%E2%80%90news/science%E2%80%90at%E2%80%90nasa%00
http://science.nasa.gov/science%E2%80%90news/science%E2%80%90at%E2%80%90nasa%00
http://science.nasa.gov/science%E2%80%90news/science%E2%80%90at%E2%80%90nasa%00
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[2]  NASA 
 
http://science.nasa.gov/science‐news/science‐at‐nasa/2009/21jan_severespaceweather/ 
 
(Emphases and the items in brackets added.) 
 

NA SNA S A   S C I E N C E   N EW SA   S C I E N C E   N EW S   
Severe Space WeatherSocial  and Economic Impacts  
 
January 21, 2009: Did you know a solar flare can make your toilet stop working? 
 
That's the surprising conclusion of a NASA‐funded study by the National Academy of Sciences 
entitled Severe Space Weather Events—Understanding Societal and Economic Impacts. In the 
132‐page report, experts detailed what might happen to our modern, high‐tech society in the 
event of a "super solar flare" followed by an extreme geomagnetic storm. They found that 
almost nothing is immune from space weather—not even the water in your bathroom. 
 
Right: Auroras over Blair, Nebraska, during 
a geomagnetic storm in May 2005.  
 
Photo credit:  
Mike Hollingshead/Spaceweather.com. 
 
The problem begins with the electric power 
grid. "Electric power is modern society's 
cornerstone technology on which virtually 
all other infrastructures and services 
depend," the report notes. Yet it is 
particularly vulnerable to bad space 
weather. Ground currents induced during geomagnetic storms can actually melt the copper 
windings of transformers at the heart of many power distribution systems. Sprawling power 
lines act like antennas, picking up the currents and spreading the problem over a wide area. The 
most famous geomagnetic power outage happened during a space storm in March 1989 when 
six million people in Quebec lost power for 9 hours: image. 
 
According to the report, power grids may be more vulnerable than ever. The problem is 
interconnectedness. In recent years, utilities have joined grids together to allow long‐distance 
transmission of low‐cost power to areas of sudden demand. On a hot summer day in California, 
for instance, people in Los Angeles might be running their air conditioners on power routed 
from Oregon. It makes economic sense—but not necessarily geomagnetic sense. 
Interconnectedness makes the system susceptible to wide‐ranging "cascade failures." 
 
To estimate the scale of such a failure, report co‐author John Kappenmann of the Metatech 
Corporation looked at the great geomagnetic storm of May 1921, which produced ground 
currents as much as ten times stronger than the 1989 Quebec storm, and modeled its effect on 
the modern power grid. He found more than 350 transformers at risk of permanent damage and 
130 million people without power. The loss of electricity would ripple across the social 
infrastructure with "water distribution affected within several hours; perishable foods and 
medications lost in 12‐24 hours; loss of heating/air conditioning, sewage disposal, phone 
service, fuel re‐supply and so on." 
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"The concept of interdependency," the report notes, "is evident in the unavailability of water 
due to long‐term outage of electric power‐‐and the inability to restart an electric generator 
without water on site." 

 

Above: What if the May 1921 superstorm occurred today? A US map of vulnerable transformers 
with areas of probable system collapse encircled. A state‐by‐state map of transformer 
vulnerability is also available: [below] 

  

Above: Map showing the at‐risk EHV transformer capacity (estimated at ~365 large 
transformers) by state for a 4800 nT/min geomagnetic field disturbance at 50o  geomagnetic 
latitude.  Regions with high percentages of atrisk capacity could experience longduration 
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outages that could extend for multiple years.  Source: J. Kappenman, Metatech Corp., “The Future” 
Solutions or Vulnerabilities:,” presentation to the space weather workshop, May 23, 2008. 
[Emphasis added] 

 
Credit: National Academy of Sciences. 
‐‐‐‐ 
The strongest geomagnetic storm on record is the Carrington Event of August‐September 1859, 
named after British astronomer Richard Carrington who witnessed the instigating solar flare 
with his unaided eye while he was projecting an image of the sun on a white screen.  
 
Geomagnetic activity triggered by the explosion electrified telegraph lines, shocking technicians 
and setting their telegraph papers on fire; Northern Lights spread as far south as Cuba and 
Hawaii; auroras over the Rocky Mountains were so bright, the glow woke campers who began 
preparing breakfast because they thought it was morning. Best estimates rank the Carrington 
Event as 50% or more stronger than the superstorm of May 1921. 
 
"A contemporary repetition of the Carrington Event would cause … extensive social and 
economic disruptions," the report warns. Power outages would be accompanied by radio 
blackouts and satellite malfunctions; telecommunications, GPS navigation, banking and finance, 
and transportation would all be affected. Some problems would correct themselves with the 
fading of the storm: radio and GPS transmissions could come back online fairly quickly. Other 
problems would be lasting: a burnt‐out multi‐ton transformer, for instance, can take weeks or 
months to repair. The total economic impact in the first year alone could reach $2 trillion, some 
20 times greater than the costs of a Hurricane Katrina or, to use a timelier example, a few 
TARPs. 
 

 
 

Above: Connections and interdependencies across the economy.  Schematic showing the 
interconnected infrastructure and their qualitative dependencies and interdependencies.   
Source: Department of Homeland Security, National Infrastructure Protection Plan [“NIPP”], 
available at  
http://www.dhs.gov/files/programs/editorial_0827.shtm  

http://www.dhs.gov/files/programs/editorial_0827.shtm
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What's the solution? The report ends with a call for [1] infrastructure designed to better 
withstand geomagnetic disturbances, [2] improved GPS codes and frequencies, and [3] 
improvements in space weather forecasting.  Reliable forecasting is key.  If utility and satellite 
operators know a storm is coming, they can take measures to reduce damage—e.g., 
disconnecting wires, shielding vulnerable electronics, powering down critical hardware. A few 
hours without power is better than a few weeks. [Could actually be months, and some aspects, 
years—see other references below.] 
 
NASA has deployed a fleet of spacecraft to study the sun and its eruptions. The Solar and 
Heliospheric Observatory (SOHO), the twin STEREO probes, ACE, Wind and others are on duty 
24/7. NASA physicists use data from these missions to understand the underlying physics of 
flares and geomagnetic storms; personnel at NOAA's Space Weather Prediction Center use the 
findings, in turn, to hone their forecasts. 
 
At the moment, no one knows when the next super solar storm will erupt. It could be 100 years 
away or just 100 days. It's something to think about the next time you flush. 
 
‐ End article.  
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[3]  From National Public Radio 
 
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=124125001 
 
(Some emphases added.) 

 
February 26, 2010  

 
A massive solar storm could leave 
millions of people around the 
world without electricity, 
running water, or phone service, 
government officials say. 
 
That was their conclusion after 
participating in a tabletop 
exercise that looked at what 
might happen today if the Earth 
were struck by a solar storm as 
intense as the huge storms that 
occurred in 1921 and 1859. 
 
Solar storms happen when an 
eruption or explosion on the 
surface of the sun sends 
radiation or electrically charged 
particles toward Earth.  Minor 
storms are  

common and can light up the Earth's Northern skies and interfere with radio signals. 
 
Every few decades, though, the sun experiences a particularly large storm. These can release as 
much energy as 1 billion hydrogen bombs. 
 
How Well Can We Weather The Solar Storm? 
 
The exercise, held in Boulder, Colorado, was intended to investigate "what we think could be 
close to a worst‐case scenario," says Tom Bogdan, who directs the Space Weather Prediction 
Center in Boulder. The Center is a part of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. 
 
"It's important to understand that, along with other types of natural hazards, (solar) storms can 
cause impacts," says Craig Fugate, Administrator of the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA), who also took part in the tabletop exercise.  
 
Bogdan and Fugate say that eventually there will be another storm as big as the ones in 1921 
and 1859 — a sort of solar Katrina.  
 
But the impact is likely to be far worse than in previous solar storms because of our growing 
dependence on satellites and other electronic devices that are vulnerable to electromagnetic 
radiation. 
 

Above: The northern lights dance over the 
 Knik River near Palmer, Alaska. Activity on the surface of the 
sun creates this natural light show, but severe solar storms 
could devastate Earth's power and water utilities, and knock 
out communications. 

 

Bob Martinson/AP 

http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?
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In the tabletop exercise, the first sign of trouble came when radiation began disrupting radio 
signals and GPS devices, Bogdan says. 
 
Ten or 20 minutes later electrically charged particles "basically took out" most of the 
commercial satellites that transmit telephone conversations, TV shows and huge amounts of 
data we depend on in our daily lives, Bogdan says.  "When you go into a gas station and put your 
credit card in and get some gas," he says, "that's a satellite transaction." 
 
Disabled Satellites Are Just The Beginning 
 
The worst damage came nearly a day later, when the solar storm began to induce electrical 
currents in high voltage power lines.  The currents were strong enough to destroy transformers 
around the globe," Bogdan says, leaving millions of people in northern latitudes without power. 
 
Without electricity, many people also lost running water, heat, air conditioning and phone 
service. And places like hospitals had to rely on emergency generators with fuel for only two or 
three days, Bogdan says. 
 
In many ways, the impact of a major solar storm resembles that of a hurricane or an earthquake, 
says Fugate. 
 
But a solar Katrina would cause damage in a much larger area than any natural disaster, Fugate 
says. For example, power could be knocked out almost simultaneously in countries from Sweden 
to Canada and the U.S., he says. So a lot more people in a lot more places would need help. 
 
Individuals don't need to make any special preparation for a solar storm, Fugate says. The 
standard emergency kit of water and food and first aid supplies will work just fine. 
"If you've got your family disaster plan together, you've taken the steps, whether it be a space 
storm, whether it be a system failure, whether it be another natural hazard that knocks the 
power out," Fugate says.  [That is nonsense: in the more serious events noted above, disaster 
preparations need to be far more substantial than for a terrestrial area or regional disaster such 
as a sever storm or hurricane.] 

 
‐ End of article. 
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The DHS National Infrastructure Protection Plan, 
 
 http://www.dhs.gov/files/programs/editorial_0827.shtm ,  
 
discussed in the NASA notes above, includes (emphasis added): 

3.2.6 Identifying Positioning, Navigation, and Timing Services 
Space‐based and terrestrial positioning, navigation, and timing (PNT) services are a component 
of multiple CIKR sectors. These services underpin almost every aspect of transportation across 
all its various modes.  Additionally, the Banking and Finance, Communications, Energy, and 
Water Sectors rely on GPS as their primary timing source.  The systems that support or enable 
critical functions in the CIKR sectors should be identified, either as part of or independent of the 
infrastructure, as appropriate.  Examples of CIKR functions that depend on PNT services 
include: aviation (navigation, air traffic control, surface guidance); maritime (harbor, inland 
waterway vessel movement, and maritime surveillance, such as Automatic Identification 
Systems (AIS)); surface transportation (rail, hazardous materials (HAZMAT) tracking); com‐
munications networks (global fiber and wireless networks); and power grids. PNT services 
must be reliable, seamless, resistant, and resilient to unintentional or intentional interference or 
jamming. 

DHS has developed a PNT Interference Detection and Mitigation (IDM) Plan as required by the 
U.S. Space‐Based PNT Policy of December 8, 2004. The policy established responsibilities for 
multiple departments and agencies within the Federal Government to better plan, manage, and 
protect PNT services, and assigned to the DHS specific responsibilities governing the protection 
of PNT services within CIKR. The IDM Plan details the DHS initial response to the policy 
implementation action and lays the foundation for further planning and actions necessary to 
meet the responsibilities. The IDM Plan was approved by the President on August 20, 2007. 

This is nowhere close to being solved.  There is no practical near‐comprehensive solution, or one in 
sight and practical cost, but, quite possibly, by use of nationwide meteor burst communications 
(“MBC”) (with ad hoc mobile mesh networking as noted above, that can support PNT functions as 
well as general communications) which can provide as‐high timing accuracy, and also, using that, 
can provide a substitute for GPS (according to some past research which SkyTel is investigating 
with experts).  SkyTel.  SkyTel entities have nationwide the spectrum for both the MBC and the ad 
hoc mobile mesh networks.  This includes the “M‐LMS” (Mutilateration Location and Monitoring 
Service) A‐block spectrum (904‐909.75, and 927.75‐982 MHz) and can, with government 
operatives, use the adjacent 12 MHz of “N‐LMS”.  These are FCC‐designated Intelligent 
Transportation System frequencies, including for terrestrial PNT.  SkyTel has, for years, been 
defending these frequencies for this purpose before the FCC, as intended under current FCC rules 
(other M‐LMS licensees have, with faulty rationale, sought to change these rules to covert LMS into a 
form of general wireless).   
 
With the combination of its spectrum, the SkyTel group can pursue all of the PNT and other 
Emergency Backup wireless discussed above.   
 
SkyTel has the legal structures and commitments, also, for effectively undertaking this.  SkyBridge 
Spectrum Foundation is a nonprofit organization whose FCC licenses and other assets by law must 
be used for its nonprofit purposes that include the above.  As with GPS, the services described above 
will be at no cost to end users, including to government in the described major emergencies.   
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The day‐to‐day core wireless services will also be at no cost: these involve critical aspects of smart 
transportation and energy systems, environmental monitoring and protection, and (more common) 
emergency response.  These are described in other papers. 
 
‐ End 
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ABSTRACT

This thesis is a study of the survivability and reliability issues associated with

operating meteor burst communication systems under adverse conditions. Meteor

burst communication relies on the phenomenon of reflecting radio waves off the

ionized trails left by meteors as they enter the atmosphere and disintegrate. The

system's rapid deployment capability, mobility, and operating characteristics make

it ideal for disaster and emergency communications. Adverse conditions such as

ionospheric disturbances, polar region anomalies, sun spot activity, the nuclear EMP

environment, and others are discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. PURPOSE

Meteor burst technology is now emerging from research and

development into widespread applications throughout the world.

It can benefit communication facilities in remote areas by

providing a low power, long range communication capability; it

can provide battle commanders with positioning data; it can

advance sensor/data collection methods; it can provide

survivable alternative mediums; and it can provide support

throughout the Joint War Fighting Arena.

The intent of this thesis is to inform communication

managers of the capabilities and limitations of meteor burst

communication and to provide an understanding of how various

operating conditions affect performance. Also, the thesis

will present the advantages and disadvantages of meteor burst

over other forms of communication.

B. STRUCTURE

This thesis will afford an individual with no previous

meteor burst communication experience a basic understanding of

the phenomenon. Chapter II provides the background information

and basic technical understanding of the system. Chapter III

discusses the issues of survivability of meteor burst

communication under the various adverse operating conditions.



Chapter IV discusses interoperability and the advances in

meteor burst technology. The last chapter provides a summary

of the paper's findings and conclusions.

2



II. METEOR BURST OVERVIEW

A. INTRODUCTION

Billions of dust-sized meteors enter our atmosphere each

day. Meteor burst communication relies on the phenomenon of

reflezting radio waves off the ionized trails left by these

dust-sized meteors as they enter the atmosphere and

disintegrate [Ref 1: p. 3].

The principles of operation are as follows: a master

station transmits a continuous, coded signal, usually in the

40 to 50 MHZ band [Ref 1: p. 3]. The coded signal is reflected

off an ionized trail to a remote receiving station [Ref 1: p.

3].

The remote station decodes the signal, turns on its
transmitter and reflects a signal back along the same path
to the Master Station. Information can be sent in either
direction until diffusion reduces the electron density of
the meteor's trail to a value too low to sustain
reflection. [Ref 1: p. 3]

Since the typical meteor trail has a useful duration of a few

hundred milliseconds, the sensing of the meteor trail and

sending of the message traffic is done in short bursts. Hence

the name meteor burst communications.
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B. SYSTEM CHARACTERISTICS

Meteor burst communications (MBC) depends on th' presence

of meteors, their ionized trails and the density of the

ionized trails. The meteor region occurs at altitudes of 85

to 120 kilometers. Radio line of sight (LOS) up and LOS down

combine with the curvature of the Earth to limit single link

ranges to approximately 2,000 km. [Ref 2: p. 4] Figure 1

illustrates this geometry [Ref 2: p. 5].

93--

Figure 1. Meteor Burst Overview

We think of meteors as being very large, but in MBC this

is not the case. MBC utilizes meteors as small as dust sized

particles, on the order of ix10 7 grams [Ref 2: p. 7]. It has

been estimated that there arc approximately Ixl012 meteors of

4



varying sizes entering our atmosphere daily. Every meteor has

an ionized trail, but not every trail has the same density.

A trail is classified as overdense if its electron line

density is greater than 1 x 1014 electrons per meter or

underdense if its electron line density is less than 1 x 1014

electrons per meter [Ref 2: p. 71. While MBC can use either

overdense or underdense trails, best communications are

achieved with underdense trails(70% of meteor trails are of

this type) [Ref 3: p. 660]. Figure 2 shows signal amplitude

versus time for each type of meteor trail [Ref 2: p. 9].
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Figure 2. Trail densities

We have said that there are a great many of these meteors

entering our atmosphere daily and it would seem that this
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would provide a constant propagation mode, but in reality

there are often short periods of time between suitable meteor

trails. This time delay is referred to as wait time and can

range from milliseconds to m.Lnutes depending on sun spot

activity, system design parameters, and the availability of

acceptable meteor trails which are themselves dependent upon

diurnal and seasonal variations.

Figure 3 shows the diurnal variation of the meteor rate

Diurnal Variation of Meteor Rate
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Figure 3. Diurnal Variation

[Ref 2: p. 121. We see that the highest rate occurs in the

early morning hours at approximately 0600 local and the lowest
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rate occurs in the evening hours at about 1800 local

[Ref 2: p. il]. A brief pictorial explanation can be seen in

Figure 4 [Ref 2: p. 12].
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Figure 4. Diurnal Cause

Figure 5 shows the seasonal variation of the meteor rate

[Ref 4: p. 1]. We see that the lowest seasonal rate occurs in

the winter month of February, and the highest seasonal rate

occurs in the summer month of July.

The seasonal variation in the meteor rate can be
attributed to two factors. First, the distribution of
sporadic meteors along the Earth's orbit is not uniform.
The density is higher at those parts of the orbit
corresponding to the seasonal peak activity in June, July,
and August. [Ref 2: p. 10]
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The second factor is the declination of the Earth's axis.
The 22.5 degree tilt of the Earth's polar axis, which is
the cause of the seasons in the hemispheres, also
contributes to the seasonal variation in the meteor rates.
(Ref 2: p. 10]

SEASONAL VARIATION OF METEOR RATES
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Figure 5. Seasonal Variation

The wait time required to transfer a message between two

stations at a specified reliability determines the system

performance. The primary system parameters that will

influence this wait time are operating frequency, data rate,

transmitter power, antenna design, and threshold level. (Ref

3: p. 666]
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1. Operating Frequency

Meteor burst communication operates in the VHF band of

frequencies (30 to 300 MHZ), but is limited to the effective

frequency range between 30 to 50 MHZ [Ref 2: p. 2]. The lower

limit is determined by the desire to avoid ionospheric scatter

and the effects of galactic and artificial noise which are

predominant at the lower frequencies [Ref 2: p. 15].

The upper limit is determined by receiver sensitivity

limitations, since received signal power at higher frequencies

is weaker than at lower frequencies. This is in accordance

with the relationship of frequency to signal strength which

states that, for MBC, the amplitude of a signal is

proportional to 1/f 3. [Ref 5: p. 1591] Also, for MBC, the

time duration of a signal is proportional to 1/f2 which means

that the wait time between messages increases as frequency

increases [Ref 2: p. 13]. Also above 50 MHZ, radio and

television allocations in many countries preclude meteor burst

operation [Ref 2: p. 15].

2. Data Rate

Data rate is termed "throughput" in MBC. Due to the

intermittent nature of the medium, throughput is measured as

an average value of the entire transmission process. This is

necessary because there are two distinct phases. Phase one

involves the transmission of data when a suitable meteor trail

9



exists; phase two involves the wait time between meteors when

no data is transmitted. [Ref 2: p. 14] This average throughput

incorporates a myriad of factors to provide an important

measure of system performance. Average throughputs of up to

several hundred words per minute can be achieved with

relatively simple equipment [Ref 1: p. 4].

3. Transmitter Power

Transmitter power varies from equipment to equipment

but an average value for master stations is 1 kw. The effect

of transmitter power on wait time is inversely proportional:

the higher the transmitter power, the shorter the wait time.

[Ref 3: p. 667] Unfortunately, care must be taken to ensure

that transmitter power is not so high that it blanks out a

weak incoming signal. Also, it may be possible for noise

sidebands on the transmitted signal to be stronger than the

received signal. Filters of significant size are necessary in

this type of situation. It may be better to operate at lower

power levels so that filters can be incorporated in the same

rack as the power amplifier. [Ref 2: p. 31]

4. Antenna Design

A variety of antennas are suitable for use in meteor

burst communication systems. For any given meteor burst

system, certain antennas will have characteristics making them

a better choice than others. The choice usually narrows down

10



to one or two possibilities,

with the predominant type

being Yagi-Uda. (Figure 6)

[Ref 2:p. 62] The significant

antenna characteristics that

should be considered include

directional pattern, gain,

feedpoint impedance,

polarization, and physical

size. Only Yagi-Uda will be

considered here since it is

the predominant type.

Figure 6. Yagi-Uda Antenna

The Yagi-Uda antenna is an array of dipoles arranged along
a central supporting boom. One dipole is fed with power
while the others are excited by mutual coupling. When the
lengths and spacing are properly chosen, the radiation
pattern of a Yagi will be essentially unidirectional,
beaming radiated power in one preferred direction. [Ref
2:D. 62-63]

Figures 7 and 8 illustrate this point [Ref 2: p. 61] [Ref 8:

p. 69].

The gain depends on the number of elements in the array.
Meteor burst Yagis may have anywhere from 3 to 10 elements
producing gains on the order of 7 to 15 db respectively.
As more elements are used, the physical length of the boom
increases, often imposing practical mechanical or space
limitations on the obtainable gain. [Ref 2: p. 63]
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Figure 7. Antenna Radiation
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Figure 8. Antenna Beam Width
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Figure 9 shows the relationship between the number of

elements, length in wavelengths, and the obtainable gain of

Surnber of elements

Yagi-Uda Parameters

, 3. P.
16.00

4,0 1.0

2.0 4.0 6.0 ,0.0 12.0

Figure 9. Antenna size versus gain

the antenna [Ref 2: p. 64].

Yagis are usually mounted with the plane of
the antenna parallel to the surface of the
earth, which results in horizontal
polarization. However, the antenna can be
rotated 900 in the elevation angle direction
for vertical polarization. [Ref 2: p. 64]

Figure 10 shows optimum take-off angle for the Yagi

antenna [Ref 2: p. 66], while Table I provides a summary of

the various antenna types and their uses [Ref 2: p. 70).
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5. Threshold Level

Threshold is a function of the type of modulation
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Figure 10. Take-off Angle

used, bandwidth, and the receiver noise. Meteor burst systems

generally employ forms of PSK modulation. The primary

advantage of PSK is a theoretical 3 db signal-to-noise ratio

advantage over conventional FSK [Ref 3: p. 6651. This can be

very significant in meteor burst where there is always a

battle to obtain usable data from marginal threshold-level

signals. Bit error rates (BER) of 3x104 or better are

14



Table I. ANTENNA SUMMARY

ANTENNA SUMMARY TABLE

" Use horizontally mounted (and polarized) Yagi antennas
unless there are specific reasons for doing otherwise.

" For communication ranges less than 500 km, the possibility
of tilting Yagi antennas for better high-angle radiation
should be considered.

" For very short ranges an omnidirectional, horizontally
polarized antenna mounted close to the ground to enhance
high-angle radiation would be a first choice.

* If omnidirectional coverage is needed, a vertical dipole or
ground plane antenna for vertical polarization or a
turnstile antenna of full-wave loop for horizontal
polarization should be used.

" For mobile use, the horizontally polarized halo or the
vertically polarized vertical whip antenna are the obvious
choices.

" If the central station in a network uses vertical
polarization, all stations should use vertical polarization.
If outlying stations communicate in only one geographic
direction, system performance can be enhanced if they use
directive beam antennas, such as Yagi.
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normally desired [Ref 6: p. 2]. The lower the threshold level,

the lower the wait time, and the greater the performance [Ref

3: p. 667-669].

C. EXTERNAL NOISE

1. Galactic Noise

Galactic noise is a function of frequency and can be

calculated from the following formula [Ref 2: p. 411:

Ng(dbm) = -124.5 - 22*log(fmHz) + 10*log(Bz)

where f is the frequency in Mhz and B is the bandwidth in Hz.

This value is then compared with other noise power levels and

the desired signal level to evaluate the system design. In a

location free of artificial noise, galactic noise may be large

enough to be the limiting factor in meteor burst reception.

[Ref 2: p. 41-42]

2. Atmospheric Noise

Atmospheric noise levels fall off very rapidly with

increasing frequency and will not generally be significant

above 30 MHZ and therefore will not enter into the link budget

[Ref 3: p. 596]. If lower frequencies around 20 MHZ were

desired for meteor burst then atmospheric noise might become

a factor and would have to be taken into account.

16



3. Man-made(artificial) Noise

Artificial noise is the dominant noise source in

meteor burst communication. This noise is a function of

location and frequency which can be determined by the

following formulas and are illustrated in Figure 11:

Business NB(dbm) = -97.2 - 27.7*log(fmz )

+ 10*log (BH)

Residential : Ns(dbm) = -101.5 - 27.7*log(fmHz )

+ 10*log(BH)

Rural: NR(dbm) = -106.8 - 27.7*log(fmz)

+ 10*log(BHZ) [Ref 2: P. 40]

It should be noted that these are median values used

for the link budget, and considerat'>J. should be given to the

variation of the noise lex,-is about their median values when

conducting in-depth cnalysic. If favorable results are

obtained from the use of the median values, recalculation with

more liberal noise estimates incorporating the variability

should be made. [Ref 2: p. 45]

This variation is a measure of how much the
noise level can be expected to deviate from
the median value within any one-hour period.
There is also a location variability which is
a measure of how much the median noise level
can be expected to vary from location to
location within the same noise category. [Ref
2: p. 44]
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Galactic, atmospheric, and man-made noise are all

forms of broadband noise. Another external factor which

should be taken into account when evaluating system design is

.90

-1 0 0 ---------- -----------.. .... -- - - ------ --- -- - -

- - - Noise Power in a 1 Hz Bandwidth
_-- - ----O-

E -140 ----------------------------
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Figure 11. Artificial Noise

interference. Interference is a form of nL.rrow band noise

which comes from electronic devices operating in the same

frequency range as the meteor burst system [Ref 2: p. 46].

There are four main causes of interference; the first is low-

power communication devices such as cordless phones, child

monitors, alarm systems, walkie-talkies, and remote control

toys [Ref 2: p. 461.
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The second source of noise is from two-way mobile radios.

Even if there are no mobile radios with the same frequency in

the immediate area of a meteor burst site, the RF ground wave

of the mobile radio's signal may interfere at the meteor burst

site [Ref 2: p. 47].

The third source of noise involves the second harmonic of

an HF transmitter operating between 15 to 25 MHZ and the third

harmonic of an HF transmitter operating between 10 to 16.67

MHZ. The nature of harmonic interference can be highly

intermittent. [Ref 2: p. 48]

The fourth and final source of noise involves the use of

personal computers (PCs). Pcs constitute one of the single

most predominant contributors to man-made noise. PCs are so

noisy that the FCC must regulate their noise output. [Ref 2:

p. 48] Class A devices which operate in the 30 to 88 MHZ range

can radiate interference levels up to 3000 microvolts per

meter at a distance of 3 meters. [Ref 2: p. 48] This is highly

significant when compared with the fact that usable burst

signals are often at a level of less than 1 microvolt at the

receiver. [Ref 2: p. 48] Based on field strength theory, this

means that a class A device can produce a 1 microvolt per

meter level of interference to a meteor burst receiver site at

a listance of 9 km from the PC creating the interference! [Ref

2: p. 49-50]
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D. INTERNAL SYSTEM NOISE

Equivalent input noise power is the value of input noise

power that would produce the same receiver output noise power

as the actual receiver in an ideal, noiseless receiver. The

usefulness of equivalent input noise power of the receiver is

that it can be directly compared to the levels of input noise

power due to external sources and the input signal power. The

goal, of course, is that the input signal power be greater

than the largest of the various input noise power levels by an

adequate margin. The equivalent input noise power for an

ideal noiseless receiver with a 1 Hz bandwidth can be

determined by:

Ni=k*To*B,

where k= Boltzman's constant, T,= 290 k, and B= bandwidth in

Hz. [Ref 2: p. 51-53]

E. TRANSMISSION LOSSES

The last section that needs to be addressed is signal

transmission loss, the sum of scatter loss and free-space path

loss(FSPL). Figure 12 shows transmission loss versus range

[Ref 3: p. 675].

1. Scatter Loss

Scatter loss is also referred to as additional path

loss, and is the result of reflecting the signal off the

20



meteor trail. It involves several factors, but for our

purposes, the details of reflection mechanisms are not

important. To know that a reflection takes place and to be

able to calculate the loss that the signal incurs in the

process is sufficient. For a detailed analysis of this loss

factor see Telecommunications Transmission Handbook, Chapter

9, by Freeman [Ref 3].

ills
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Figure 12. Loss versus Range

A highly condensed summary yields the following

values: 51.4 db (average), 31.4 db (minimum) and 57.0 db

(maximum) [Ref 2: p. 131]. These values assume a midpoint

reflection from an underdense meteor trail and they also do
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not take the time varying aspects of reflection into account.

By adding the maximum value to the free-space path loss for a

frequency of 40 MHZ gives the curve for trails at right angles

to the plane of propagation as seen in Figure 12 [Ref 3: p.

675].

2. Free-space path loss

This is the signal loss associated with the signal's

propagation through the atmosphere and is based on frequency

and distance. It is given by the following formula:

LP= 32.45 + 20*log(fmz) + 20*log(dk) [Ref 3: p. 210-211]

F. ADVANTAGES/DISADVANTAGES

1. Advantages.

" Signal path between transmitter and receiver is highly
directional providing a small footprint. A small
footprint decreases probability of intercept and
unintentional interference and increases the jamming
margin. [Ref 7: p. 125]

* Conservation of frequency spectrum is achieved since
footprints of various users rarely overlap in space or
time. This allows for multiple access via spatial and
temporal diversity. [Ref 7: p. 125]

* Hardware requires smaller antennas and less complex
equipment than traditional HF and is therefore reasonable
in cost. Off-the-shelf VHF equipment can be used and
highly directional antennas are unnecessary. [Ref 7: p.
132-134]

22



" Highly skilled operators are not needed and unmanned
stations can readily be arranged for automatic operation
in relay nets thus further reducing the cost of a system.
[Ref 2: p. 4]

* High power is neither necessary nor economic--station
equipment can be compact, mobile, and cost effective. [Ref
2: P. 29-37]

" Intrinsic degree of randomness makes MBC highly suitable
for non-real time communications. [Ref 7: P. 126]

" Meteoric burst phenomena are fairly well understood and
can be considered a consistently present act of nature.
The medium is reasonably predictable and therefore
considered stable. [Ref 8: P. 62]

" A meteor burst communication system transmits for only a
fraction of a second. Because of that, it would be very
difficult for an enemy to determine a transmitter location
using direction finding techniques. [Ref 7: P. 126]

* The nuclear survivability of the meteor burst medium is
superior to other media. Meteors will continue to enter
our atmosphere regardless of nuclear blasts and they will
produce usable trails. Additionally, because the
transmit/receive equipment is small and requires only
modest amounts of power, the equipment can be installed in
hardened shelters easily. [Ref 2: p. 17-19]

2. Disadvantages

" Low data rate is unsuitable for voice communications, and
the intrinsic degree of randomness associated with the
meteor trails makes MBC unsuitable for real time
communications at this time. [Ref 2: p. 4]

" Reliance on meteors which are by nature sporadically timed
and have trails of inconsistent density lends an element
of uncertainty to meteor burst communications. Wait time
is the most affected factor. [Ref 2: p. 4]

" MBC are sensitive to sun spots and, during increased solar
activity, reliability may go down and wait time may go up.
[Ref 9: p. 16]
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G. APPLICATIONS

Meteor burst communications is gaining acceptance

worldwide as a viable means of data transmission. There are

three general categories of application: long-haul

communication, remote monitoring, and position monitoring.

1. Long-haul communication

There are three modes of operation for data

communications: point-to-point, network, and broadcast. To

date most meteor burst systems have been designed for point-

to-point applications. Point-to-point communication is a

straightforward application. The only requisite for effective

system control is the ability of the transmitting terminal to

determine the beginning and end of a useful burst. If a

transmission begins too late or ends too soon burst time will

be wasted. If the transmission extends past the useful

portion of the burst, a high error rate will result. Also in

point-to-point, a feedback path is available. [Ref 5: P. 1593]

A network system is formed by connecting multiple

master stations and remote stations together. One such

network is the Western Union hardware currently installed for

the Department of Agriculture. This system consists of 511

remote sites that communicate with two master stations.

Another network system is the NORAD-SAC network that runs from

Florida to Alaska. The network provides full duplex
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communications with multiple point-to-point links of the

NORAD-SAC network between various sites. Table II explains

the modes of operation [Ref 2: p. 18] . It consists of eight

master stations and 23 remote stations [Ref 10: P. 2].

Broadcast systems have received very little attention

so far. For this method the broadcast transmitter must repeat

the information enough times to ensure a high probability of

reception by the remote stations. The simplest means of

effecting a broadcast is to repeatedly transmit the messages

that are brief enough to occupy a single burst of moderate

duration. Each repetition of the message must be preceded by

a preamble that will enable the remote terminal enough time to

achieve synchronization. [Ref 5: P. 1593]

Some examples of systems currently in use are:

1) The Alaskan Air Command System uses thirteen 10 kw

collocated terminals to provide a cost-effective backup to the

primary satellite link that sends radar data to a regional

operations center. The system also provides one-way

synthesized voice communication to airborne interceptors. [Ref

2: p. 24]

2) The Chinese Communication Network is a system that provides

communication from remote army camps to three different master

stations. This system serves as the main communication link

for low-priority record traffic. It employs 1 kw master
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Table II. OPERATIONAL MODES

OPFRATING MODES

FULL DUPLEX

Simultaneous transmit and receive on two separate frequencies.

HALF DUPLEX

Alternate transmit and receive on a two separate frequencies.

SIMPLEX

Alternate transmit and receive on a single frequency.

FULL DUPLEX RELAY

Simultaneous transmit and receive with station A and store data.
Then. simultaneous transmit and receive with station B to forward
stored data.

BROADCAST

Master continuously transmits o* a single frequency. Remotes con-
tinuously listen on same freq~eacy.

MASTER

_ REMOTE

Communications is with one remote at a time. Remote unit is half-
duprex.

/] MASTER

/ /
/ / FORWARD STORE

/ /

I MASTER OR MASTER OR
REMOTE "B"R



stations and 300 W remote stations. [Ref 2: p. 24]

3) The Alaskan Meteor Burst Communication System is a civil

communication system operated for the joint use by the

National Weather Service, Corps of Engineers, and Soil

Conservation Service(SCS). The system provides for both

communication assets and remote data acquisition. [Ref 2: p.

24]

2. Remote Monitoring

Meteor burst is capable of employing various sensors

at a remote station to monitor and collect environmental data.

This data can then be stored for delayed transmission, if

necessary, or dirp . transmitted back to a centrally located

master station w.±ch will process the information. [Ref 2: p.

25]

Remote monitoring may be used for a variety of

reasons, the most common of which is water management. The

Soil Conservation Service's snowpack telemetry (SNOTEL) system

makes use of this monitoring to aid in forecasting spring and

summer water runoff, stream flows, etc. [Ref 2: p. 25] The

system is capable of the following:

" Snowpack monitoring

* River level and rainfall monitoring
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* Acid rain studies

* Air and water pollution monitoring

* Monitoring chlorine in water systems

* River quality monitoring

Other reasons for remote monitoring include threat

warning [Ref 7: p. 131], pipeline management [Ref 11: p. 1-1],

lighthouse monitoring [Ref 2: p. 25], alarm sensing [Ref 7: p.

1321, and remote equipment activation [Ref 7: p. 132].

3. Position Monitoring

This is one of the newest applications of meteor burst

technology. The incorporation of a LORAN C navigation receiver

and antenna into the meteor burst system provides for the

tracking and up-to-the-minute positioning(accurate to within

500m) of long haul trucks, ships, and aircraft. [Ref 2: p. 26]

Two vehicle tracking systems that are currently in use

are the LOAD-TRAK and the TRANS-TRAK systems being tested by

North American Van Lines. [Ref 2: p. 26] Besides providing

positioning data, the systems can also supply two-way message

and facsimile transmission capability. [Ref 2: p. 27] This

allows the parent company to efficiently inform drivers of

updated itineraries and load changes.

The Navy is experimenting with position monitoring on

various ship and aircraft platforms. It is even evaluating
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meteor burst's potential for the tracking of buoys and

icebergs [Ref 2: p. 25-27].
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III. SURVIVABILITY OF METEOR BURST COMMUNICATIONS

A. INTRODUCTION

Survivability is one of the most importanL factors in the

design of military communication systems. Meteor burst

communications systems are no exception. The issue of

survivability involves both physical and functional

survivability. Physical survivability, on one hand, very

rarely provides sufficient protection to each element of a

system to render the system survivable.

Functional survivability, on the other hand, addresses the

set of sufficiently redundant subsystems so that the ability

to communicate exists under adverse conditions. Thus, adequate

survivability almost always demands a total systems approach

regardless of the threat level. [Ref 12: p. 1441]

There are five sub-components of functional survivability:

0 INTEROPERABILITY- the ability of systems, units, or forces
to provide services to and accept services from other
systems, units, of forces and to use the services so
exchanged to operate effectively together. [Ref 13: p. 190]

* RELIABILITY- the ability of an item to perform a required
function under stated conditions for a specified period of
time. [Ref 13: p. 309]
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" FLEXIBILITY- the ability to adapt to quickly changing
environments and a wide range of operations.

* COMPATIBILITY- the capability of two or more items or
components of equipment or material to exist or function
in the same system or environment without mutual
interference. [Ref 13: p. 82]

* RESPONSIVENESS- the ability to respond in an accurate and
timely manner.

This chapter will illustrate the many aspects of

survivability associated with the long-haul communications

aspect of meteor burst communications as they pertain to

certain adverse conditions. Interoperability will be discussed

in Chapter IV. It should be noted that high frequency (HF)

radio will be used as a comparative backdrop throughout the

chapter.

B. THE EFFECTS OF IONOSPHERIC DISTURBANCES

On any given day, both the physical and functional aspects

of survivability are tested under varying conditions. In

Chapter II, some of the physical and functional aspects of

survivability were already discussed. This sub-section will

focus on the influence of solar activity on the communication

mediums themselves.
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Figure 13 [Ref 15: p. 2583 depicts the solar features and

the solar wind which affect communications. The sun is the

major cause of variations in the propagation characteristics

of the ionosphere, which vary with time of day. [Ref 16: p. 1]

During daylight hours, ultraviolet and x-rays of the sun

ionize the Earth's atmosphere causing the formation of the D,

E, and F1 layers of the ionosphere. Figure 14 illustrates the

altitudes of these layers versus electron density. [Ref 17: p.

5]

The Sun During prolon flares
protons Spiral
along field lines

Locations 2-
of source 2 3*
as Sun rotates The solar wind SMagnetic: feld line

in Wral

.. r- "- .. \Solar wind
" Inner Corona 2 Minimum vo"

/ \ Protons from flares of \ Typical ve;ocity
10000 key. enerpy 4OD-50Okras"

iiFlare velocity =4 X 10"kn " Maximum velocity
11 1000 km s'Filament \ 100kmS-

/ \(9 Particle density
n/Itra Locations from Source Temperature 10'

-. $ 1 p .. " ' I71

\ , Sunspots/

Sources of the solar wind
V Polar coronal hole /

Pion inenc 
The Earth

The Sun

Figure 13. Solar Features and Solar Wind

According to Wells in Proceedings Naval Review 1982, "Due

to the sun-shifting of the ionospheric layers in the upper
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atmosphere, HF f:equencies must be adjusted every few hours to

achieve satisfactory communications." This is especially true

around the hours of sunrise and sunset [Ref 16: p. 1].

300- F2

U y DAYTIME

1 E 200-/--

Es-- E EUVX-RAYS SOURCESOF
100_- __IONIZATION

D Ly a, X-RAYS
C COSMIC RAYS

1010 1011 1012
ELECTRON DENSITY (m 3

Figure 14. Ionospheric Layers

The MBC transmission path is unaffected by ionospheric

disturbances which occur in the HF band for two reasons.

First, MBC uses the ionization from meteor trails and not the

ionized layers of the atmosphere. Therefore, temporal

variations in layer heights do not impede the meteor burst

propagation medium.

Second, adaptive data rate techniques may be used to

adjust to the changing conditions. [Ref 14: p. 173]
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In HF applications, transmissions are repeated, and
frequencies are changed until a proper frequency channel
is found. [Ref 14: p. 173]

Meteor burst communication, on the other hand, may use a

technique called Dynarate to maintain performance and system

reliability [Ref 14: p. 173].

Using a process called Dynarate, Meteor Communications
Corporation(MCC) has increased throughput by
dynamically varying the radio frequency(RF) data rate
as a function of received signal strength. This
process adapts to whatever condition is present at any
time. Small signals are used at low data rates, thus
minimizing wait times for short, high precedence
messages while large signals are used at high data
rates to maximize throughput.[Ref 14: p. 173-178]

C. THE EFFECTS OF EXTREME SOLAR ACTIVITY

In the last section, the effects of "day-to-day" normal

solar activity were discussed. This section will focus on the

effects of extreme solar activity on communications systems.

This activity comes in two forms: sun spots and solar flares.

1. Sun spots

A sun spot may be defined as:

A relatively dark region on the disk of the sun
(photosphere), with an inner "umbra" of effective
radiation temperature about 4500 K and an outer "penumbra"
of somewhat higher temperature. [Ref 18: p. 274]

They appear as vortex-like disturbances moving across

the face of the sun and are associated with the production of
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large magnetic fields which have a direct impact on the

ionosphere. [Ref 18: p. 274]

Sun spot activity reaches a maxima approximately every

eleven years; overall sun spot activity is measured by the

Wolf sunspot number [Ref 3: p. 134]. Since sun spot cycles are

relatively predictable, degradation of communications can be

expected at these times.

2. Solar flares

A solar flare may be defined as:

An abrupt and totally unpredictable increase
in the intensity of the electro-magnetic
emissions near a sunspot region. It is seen as
an increased area of brightness on the sun's
chromosphere.[Ref 19: p. 1767]

Three different types of ionospheric disturbances

result from solar flares: sudden ionospheric disturbances

(SIDS), polar cap absorption (PCA), and ionospheric storms.

These are illustrated in Figure 15 [Ref 17: p. 34].

a. Sudden Ionospheric Disturbances (SIDs)

SIDs occur almost immediately (within minutes)
after the occurrence of a flare due to arrival
of electromagnetic radiation, primarily in the
form of x-rays. They affect the entire
daylight portion of the earth and last as long
as the flares.[Ref 17: p. 34-35]
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b. Polaz Cap Absozption (PCA)

Around fifteen minutes after a flare, cosmic
ray particles such as protons arrive at the
Earth and continue from one to ten days, but
normally last about three days. Complete
communication blackouts can occur with no
transmissions possible through the auroral
regions (blackouts can occur elsewhere as
well). PCAs normally last for around a day.
Their occurrences are rare with only about
seven or eight per year during sunspot
maximum, and even fewer otherwise.[Ref 17: p.
34-35]

0 "Ii.

Ram.,OnI¢. CloudS

Id-lays Prolos

AbO ke .i - 3 ovs 24 - 48 ew

I if If_ _

SID PCA StCms

Figure 15. Solar Flare Activity

c. Ionospheric Storms

The last arrivals from the flare are the
plasma clouds. These clouds impinge upon the
ionosphere creating "storms" with waves of
increasing and decreasing electron density.
They last for about 2-5 days and, as with the
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other events, they enhance the D and F
regions, increasing absorption. [Ref 17: p.
35]

The most observable effect of the ionospheric storms

is the narrowing, or total elimination, of the available HF

transmission frequencies as a result of the increased D layer

absorption. This creates a lowering of the maximum useable

frequency (MUF) and the simultaneous raising of the lowest

useable frequency (LUF).[Ref 17: p. 35]

The effects on meteor burst are different from those

on the HF spectrum. At the onset of solar activity, receivers

detect increased noise levels just as HF does. The difference

comes during the PCA and ionospheric storms. MBC performance

is usually affected three days after solar activity begins

which coincides with the time frame of the ionospheric storm's

effects [Ref 20: p. 10] . While HF is severely, if not totally,

disrupted, meteor burst still continues to operate but at a

slower rate [Ref 20: p.10-11].

During the March 1989 solar activity, the SNOTEL

system in the western United States observed an increase in

average system response time and three days later, a slight

decrease in systemwide performance, from 90% down to around

78% [Ref 20: p. 11].
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D. THE EFFECTS OF POLAR REGION ANOMALIES

The polar regions have long since been a great hinderance

to commu. ations. Besides the disturbances caused by the

severe weather patterns, strong magnetic fields and disrupted

zones of the ionosphere caused by auroral activity create

havoc throughout the traditional communications spectrum (HF).

1. Auroral activity

Aurora activity may be defined as:

A luminous phenomenon caused by electrical discharges in
the atmosphere; probably confined to the tenuous air of
high altitudes. It is most commonly seen in sub-arctic and
sub-antarctic latitudes and is called aurora borialis or
aurora austrailis respectively, according to the
hemisphere in which it occurs. [Ref 20: p. G-2]

The extent of the aurora zones can be seen in Figure

6 [Ref 15: p. 254]. It should be noted that during times of

extreme solar activity, auroral zones can be extended greatly.

Auroras have been known to occur as far south as Florida.

The aurora can blot out HF radio communications in

much the same manner as solar activity does, but on the other

hand, it can also be used to increase the transmission path

for VHF radio [Ref 15: p. 260]. Meteor burst transmits in the

VHF range, which normally involves a line of sight (LOS)

propagation path. However, when a VHF signal encounters the

large number of electrical particles in the magnetic fields of
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Figre 16. Auroral Zones

the aurora, ionospheric scattering occurs. This allows for

line of sight (LOS) ranges to be extended beyond the normal

radio horizon. [Ref 16: p. 201

2. Gemagnetic activity

In addition to the auroral activity, geomgnetic

activity is also the result of solar activity on the polar

regions. Geomagnetic activity is an increase of electrical

ground potential as a result of electron bombardment, driven

by the solar winds, on the Earth's magnetic fields.
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Ground potentials can induce loads in electrical

transmission lines and currents in long distance conduits such

as the Alaskan oil pipeline (Ref 15: p. 260] . These potentials

can cause widespread power losses as a result of excessive

electrical currents being injected into power lines. This

occurred in Canada in March of 1989, and in New York in 1969

and 1972 [Ref 15: p. 260].

E. THE EFFECTS OF NUCLEAR WAR

A nuclear detonation can disrupt the ionosphere for hours

or days, and interrupt long range HF radio communications.

[Ref 8: p. 62] Certain high-priority communications are needed

immediately following nuclear attack. These include:

" Maintenance of the strategic retaliatory capability of the
United States.[Ref 8: p. 611

" Control of continuing military operations both within and
outside of the continental United States. [Ref 8: p. 61]

* Continuation of diplomatic relations with allies and
neutrals plus possible negotiations with the enemy. [Ref 8:
p. 61]

* Actions to ensure the continuity of federal, state, and
local governments. [Ref 8: p. 61]

* Provision of civil defense, including the collection and
disseminating of radioactive fallout data. [Ref 8: p. 61]

* Coordination of relief operations.[Ref 8: p. 61]
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These objectives are not likely to be realized following

a nuclear attack if reliance is placed on radio links making

use of the ionosphere; i.e., high frequency (HF) [Ref 8: p.

61]. Meteor burst communication uses an alternative medium and

is expected to continue to provide the needed connectivity.

1. Radiation

Nuclear radiation is primarily a physical hazard to

personnel rather than equipment, but contaminated equipment

cannot be used. Meteor burst systems are fully automated, and

can be deployed rapidly. The use of remote keying and a three-

day message storage capacity [Ref 20: p. 7] eliminate the need

for exposing personnel to the harmful radiation.

2. Blast waves

Blast waves from a nuclear detonation threatens the

physical survivability of equipment. A blast wave may be

defined as:

A pulse of air, propagated from an explosion, in which the
pressure increases sharply at the front of a moving air
mass, accompanied by strong, transient winds and thermal
radiation. [Ref 22: p. 6]

While traditional HF antennas must be exposed to

these waves, and are therefore susceptible to destruction [Ref

23: p. 55], meteor burst antennas can be made blast resistant.

This is achieved by the use of buried antennas.

The term "buried" is misleading, because typically buried
antennas are not covered with earth, as the name implies.
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Although located below the surface, they are exposed to
the extent that they can "see" the sky area that they must
illuminate. A radome, transparent to the frequencies
employed, may be used to afford protection while not
interfering with operation. [Ref 2: p. 68]

3. Electro-magnetic pulse (EMP)

The greatest threat to communications from nuclear war

comes from the electro-magnetic energy pulse that is

discharged from a nuclear explosion.

After detonation, large portions of the ionosphere

n-y,_ Lie totally destroyed or severely damaged. It is this

ionospheric disruption which interrupts high frequency (HF)

communications relying on the ionosphere. [Ref 8: p. 62]

Meteor burst communication, on the other hand, does

not rely on the use of the ionosphere, but rather utilizes the

temporary ionization produced by meteor trails. While the

ionosphere may be destroyed, meteors trails will continue to

provide sufficient ionization for communication via meteor

burst. Therefore, " MBC recovers from the atmospheric nuclear

events more quickly than high frequency (HF). MBC involves

higher frequencies (VHF) that, not affected by ionospheric

disturbances, will be considerably less attenuated." [Ref 24:

p. 56]

Another aspect of survivability is the process of

radiation hardening which "improves the ability of a device,
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piece of equipment, or transmission link to withstand nuclear

or other harmful radiation [Ref 19: p. 1549]."

F. THE EFFECTS OF PEACETIME NATURAL DISASTERS

Emergency situations require that survivable

communications be provided and that connectivity with both

civil and government authorities be maintained.

Natural disasters such as flood, fire, and earthquake each

present their own special difficulties when it comes to

establishing and maintaining a communications link.

Guided media communications such as telephone, cable, and

computer data networks, may be disabled as a result of severed

power or data lines, destroyed transmission facilities, or

incapacitated personnel.

Unguided media communications such as radio prove more

useful. Meteor burst communication equipment is designed to

operate under extreme environmental conditions. Portable

systems can be set up quickly, powered by solar cells and,

when combined with LORAN C, provide position monitoring [Ref

2: p. 29-35].
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IV. INTEROPERABILITY/RECENT RESEARCH OF METEOR FURST

A. INTEROPERABILITY

This section is intended to provide a basic unrvisLanding

of the parameters required to achieve interoperability of

meteor burst communication equipment with other communication

systems and equipment.

1. CCITT X.25 Protocol

The Comit6 Consultatif International de T6lphone et

T6 l6graph(CCITT) X series is concerned with data communication

networks, specifically the services, facilities and interfaces

that relate to wire communications [Ref 3: p. 627-630].

Because the meteor burst transmission path differs

significantly from the continuous paths typical of land-line

or satellite communications, and each equipment manufacturer

has its own special requirements, changes are needed to the

X.25 protocol for it to incorporate meteor burst

communication. [Ref 2: p. 101]

2. Proposed Federal Standards

a. Federal Standard 1055 (FS 1055)

FS 1055, "Telecommunications: Interoperability

Requirements for Meteor Burst Radio Communications Between

Conventional Master And Remote Stations," facilitates
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interoperability between Federal Government Meteor Burst

Communication (MBC) master and remote stations used in radio

telecommunications applications [Ref 25: p. 1].

b. Federal Standard 1056 (FS 1056)

FS 1056, "Telecommunications: Interoperability

Requirements For The Encryption Of Meteor Burst Radio

Communications," facilitates interoperability between meteor

burst radio communication facilities and systems of the

Federal Government [Ref 26: p. 1].

c. Federal Standard 1057 (FS 1057)

FS 1057, "Telecommunications: Interoperability

Requirements For Meteor Burst Radio Communications Between

Networks By Conventional Master Stations," facilitates

interoperability between Federal Government Meteor Burst

Communication (MBC) internetwork gateway master stations used

in radio telecommunication applications [Ref 27: p. 11.

3. MIL-STD-188-135

a. Introduction

This document, "Interoperability and Performance

Standards For Meteor Burst Communications, Initial

Capability," provides initial capability standards for

tactical and long-haul equipment associated exclusively with

meteor burst communications [Ref 6: p. 1].
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b. Required functional standards

According to section 4.2 of the document, "The

fulfillment of nine general functions shall be required to

achieve MBC system interoperability." Each of these are

outlined below and shown in Table 1II [Ref 6: p. 7] as they

relate to their respective equipment components.

" ANTENNA POLARIZATION. The transmitted signal shall be
linearly polarized. A horizontally oriented E-field should
be used. Most efficient transmission is obtained by use of
horizontal polarization. However, where there are special
constraints vertical polarization may be used, at some
loss of efficiency. Note that the polarization used at any
particular terminal must be the same as that of the
terminal with which the terminal is to communicate. [Ref
6: p. 8]

" OPERATING RADIO FREQUENCY. The equipment shall have an
operating frequency range of 30.000 Mhz to 88.000 Mhz or
30.000 Mhz to 54.000 MHz. The preferred frequency range is
30.000 MHz to 54.000 MHz. [Ref 6: p. 8]

" MODULATION. Differentially Encoded Binary Phase Shift
Keying (DEBPSK), with phase deviations of +90 and -90, and
nonreturn-to-zero (NRZ) keying shall be the required
modulation. Coherent detection shall be provided at the
receiver. [Ref 6: p. 8-91

" BIT PROCESSING. The equipment shall be capable of
operating at 2, 4, and 8 kbps for communication systems
and at 8 kbps for remote sensing systems. Synchronization
will be achieved using link protocols. [Ref 6: p. 9]

" ERROR CONTROL. Communication systems shall incorporate
"Go-Back-N" Automatic Repeat Recrest (ARQ) technique,
where all retransmissions are sent in succession. The
system shall operate using a negative acknowledgement
(NAK) scheme and ANSI 16 Cyclic Redundancy Check (CRC)
code for error detection. [Ref 6: p. 9]
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" LINK PROTOCOLS. The common mode link protocol shall
support communications and remote sensing systems,
accommodate a multinode network, and operate in half-
duplex, full-duplex, broadcast, and polling modes. The
equipment shall have the capability to handle three types
of messages: point-to-point which contain no routing
information, network messages which contain routing
information, and broadcast messages which are messages
sent from the master intended for a number of recipients
but with no acknowledgement. [Ref 6: p. 10]

* NETWORK PROTOCOLS. The network protocols are designed to
support the transmission of messages within a single star
network (one master serving up to 254 remotes) or a linked
star network (using master-to-master trunking). [Ref 6: p.
311

* COMSEC. Communications systems shall incorporate COMSEC to
provide end-to-end encryption. This does not apply to
remote sensing systems. The COMSEC device shall encrypt
the entire message before transmission. [Ref 6: p. 34]

* INPUT/OUTPUT INTERFACES. Communications interface ports
shall be provided on MBC terminals to support two-way
message traffic between the MBC terminal and the Keyboard
Send/Receive (KSR) terminal of host processors. The data
rates at the interface shall be 300 and 1200 baud using
the ASCII seven bit character plus one parity bit. [Ref 6:
p. 36] Table IV illustrates the input/output
configuration. [Ref 6: p. 38]

B. RECENT RESEARCH ON METEOR BURST

As we have seen from Chapter II, meteor burst

communication has limitations concerning throughput and noise.

This chapter will discuss some of the efforts currently being

studied to eliminate these limitations. Research is being

conducted in the areas of antenna design, variable data rates,

and new modulation schemes.
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1. Antenna design

The design enhancement of antennas for meteor burst

communications is one of the most significant factors in

improving the link margin. Not only can throughput be

increased, but man-made noise can also be reduced at the same

time by using "smart" antennas, currently being tested. [Ref

28)

"Smart" antennas will provide null steering towards

areas of high noise to reduce the man-made noise level while

still maintaining the desired directivity and tracking

capability of a desired meteor trail. [Ref 28] A region of

high concentration of meteors in the atmosphere is called a

"hot spot". In these areas there will be a greater number of

meteor trails to utilize which allows burst transmission rates

to approach a state of near-continuous data transmission. [Ref

28]

2. Variable data rates

Variable data rates involves the sending of data at

higher rates when the received signal strength is strong and

slowing the data rate as the signal strength decreases to

increase throughput efficiency [Ref 14: p. 177].

Meteor Communications Corporation (MCC) developed a

technique called "DYNARATE" in the 1980s to improve throughput

via variable data rates [Ref 14: p. 173].
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Figure 17 [Ref 14: p. 177] shows the results of this

technique on a large, underdense meteor signal while Figure 18

[Ref 14: p. 178] presents the relationship between available

signal-to-noise ratio and transmission data rate.
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Figure 17. Variable data rates

Currently MCC is working on modifications to this technique to

enhance throughput capability for purposes such as the

continuous transmission of linear encoded voice signals, which

up to now have been a major limitation of meteor burst

commnunication. [Ref 28]
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3. Modulation

MCC is also working on methods of increasing

throughput by the use of advanced modulation schemes which

418 aAction
>18 Increase data rate 4X
1 6- 18 Increase data rate 2X
13-15 No change
10-12 Decrease data rate by 1/2
<10 Decrease data rate by 1/4-

Figure 18. Dynarate Computer Algorithm

will enhance the variable data rate technique mentioned above.

MCC hopes to test a "high performance throughput system" in

June of 1992 based on not only the advanced modulation, but

also increased power output, advanced antenna design and

variable data rate. Throughput rates from this test are

expected to be in the Kbps range. [Ref 29]
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VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

A. SUMMARY

Chapter II began with an overview of meteor burst

communication, including the operating characteristics,

noise factors, and transmission losses affecting this unique

communication link. Next it presented the advantages and

disadvantages of meteor burst communication; the primary

advantage is that meteor burst does not use the ionosphere

for the propagation of radio waves, the primary disadvantage

is the limitation of throughput for voice communication.

Then, the three areas of application-- long-range

communication, remote monitoring, and position monitoring--

were described.

Chapter III presented the issues of meteor burst

survivability under various adverse conditions, as compared

to traditional long range high frequency (HF) communication.

Meteor burst is not affected as severely by ionospheric

disturbances as HF, can be continually operated under

extreme physical conditions, and has an almost continuous

propagation medium.

In Chapter IV, the design criteria for the

interoperability of meteor burst equipment were presented,
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along with highlights of some of the current technological

trends to improve performance. Meteor burst equipment is

being designed to be compatible and interoperable with many

communication systems and is in accordance with the

Copernicus architectural guidelines that the Navy is

implementing. Trends to improve performance include the use

of adaptive data rates, attempts to reduce artificial noise,

the development of improved modulation techniques, and the

design of "smart" antennas.

B. CONCLUSIONS

Meteor burst communication is feasible, economical, and

highly survivable under many adverse conditions in both

peacetime and war. There are many applications of the

technology which are currently being used throughout the

world. As the frequency spectrum becomes more and more

restricted, it will be important to be able to send

information on a narrow band in a microburst.

Currently, meteor burst is delegated to secondary roles

such as remote sensing, backup data transfer systems, and

low-priority communication nets for remote encampments.

Applied research strives to improve meteor burst

performance, and once the restrictive issues of throughput,

wait time, and artificial noise have been resolved, meteor
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burst will be integrated into primary roles, such as voice

circuits, and become an integral part in Naval

communications.
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APPENDIX A

GLOSSARY OF ABBREVIATIONS, ACRONYMS, AND TERMS

ANSI American National Standards Institute
ARQ Automatic Repeat Request
B Bandwidth in Hertz
BER Bit Error Rate
CCITT Comit6 Consultatif International de T6lphone

et T616graph
COMSEC Communications Security
CRC Cyclic Redundancy Check
d Distance in Kilometers
D D layer of the ionosphere
dB Decibel
dBm Decibel-milliwatt
DEBPSK Differentially Encoded Binary Phase Shift

Keying
E E layer of the ionosphere
EMP Electro-Magnetic Pulse
f Frequency
F1 F1 layer of the ionosphere
FCC Federal Communications Commission
FS Federal Standard
FSK Frequency Shift Keying
FSPL Free Space Path Loss
HF High Frequency
Hz Hertz
k Boltzman's constant
kbps Kilo-bits per second
Km Kilometer
KSR Keyboard Send and Receive terminal
Kw Kilowatt
L Path loss
log Logarithm
LORAN Long Range Air Navigation
LOS Line Of Sight
LUF Lowest usable frequency
m Meters
MBC Meteor Burst Communications
MCC Meteor Communications Corporation
MHz Mega Hertz
MIL-STD Military Standard
MUF Maximum usable frequency
N Noise (power)
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NAK Negative AcKnowledgement
NORAD North American Aerospace Defense Command
NRZ Non-Return to Zero
PCA Polar Cap Absorption
PCs Personal Computers
PSK Phase Shift Keying
RF Radio Frequency
SAC Strategic Air Command
SCS Soil Conservation Service
SID Sudden Ionospheric Disturbance
SNOTEL Snow Telemetry
T Temperature in Degrees Kelvin
VHF Very High Frequency
W Watts
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